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EAT LYMAN WILBTTE VS. JAMES WILLIAMSON 
a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia 


Equity No. 47144 


United States of America, ! 

District of Colvmbia, ss: i 

Be it remembered that in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the city of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had, in the above-entitled cause, to wit: I 

1 Amended hill 


James Williamson, plaintiff 

V. 

Hubert Work, Secretart of the Interior, 

defendant 


Filed March 9, 1928 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Colhmbia 

James Williamson, plaintiff ] i 

Hubert Work, Secretary of the Interior, 

defendant J 

j 

To the Swpreme Court of the District of Cohimbm, Holding an 
Equity Court: 

Your plaintiff complains and says: 

I. That plaintiff, James Williamson, is a citizen 'of the United 

States, with residence at Melbourne Beach, Brevard Chunty, Florida; 
that defendant, Hubert Work, is a citizen of the State of Colorado, 
residing in the District of Columbia, and is sued ^ in his official 
capacity as Secretary of the Interior. j 

II. That under a contract dated February 12, 1844, survey was 
duly made of township 30 S., K. 38 E., State of Floriida; that a plat 
of said survey was duly made, approved by the Surveyor General, 
and filed in the local land office, Tampa land district. State of Florida, 
in which district said land was at that time prior to: the year 1857, 
and became and was the official plat governing the disposal of the 
lands in said township under the public land laws. A copy of this 
plat is hereto attached, marked “ Plaintiff’s Exhibit 1.?’ 

III. That said plat of survey shows that the Ipdian River, a 
navigable body of water, crosses said township, and said survey 

2 and plat was intended as and was a final survey of the public 
lands in said township, and on said plat the eastern boundary 
of the then surveyed public lands in this locality w^ indicated as 
extending to and boimaed by the Indian River. ; 

IV. That in 1844, when the survey of this township was made, 
lands in this locality were so wild and remote and of such little 
value, and the attendant difficulties in the making of the survey were 
so great the then expenditure of energy and money necessary to nm 
the lines of the survey with more minute regard tp the sinuosities 
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of the Indian River would have been entirely out of proportion to 
any possible gain, if, indeed, the United States would have had any 
pecuniary interest had the survey been more accurately made as 
shown by the following paragraph. 

V. That lots 1 and 2 of section 11, lots 3 and 4 of section 14, and 
lots 3, 4, and 5 of section 23, ail in said township 30 S., R. 30 E., 
and shown by the plat of survey to border on and be bounded by 
the Indian River, were duly adjudged by the Land Department to 
be swamp and overflowed lands within the meaning of the act of 
September 28, 1850. making a grant of svi^amp lands to the State of 
Florida, and all of said lands were duly passed to the State of 
Florida under the said swamp-land gx'ant, as evidenced by list duly 
approved August 15, 1857. 

VI. That plaintiff, James Williamson, as early as the year 1882, 
for a valuable qonsideration, and in good faithj acquired, through 
intermediate purchase from the State of Florida, title to the tracts 

described in paragraph IV of this petition, in full reliance 

3 upon the finality of the public survey of the township in 1884 
and in belief that the title so acquired extended to the Indian 

River. 

VII. That following said purchase in 1882 your plaintiff began 
with the development of said lands, depending upon his purchase 
through the State of Florida and upon the survey and plat duly of 
record, believing that the title acquired by him extended to and was 
bounded by the Indian River, and from time to time disposed of 
portions of said tracts, his purchasers in turn making other dispo¬ 
sitions, as fullv set forth in his affidavit hereto annexed, marked 
“ Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 2.” 

VIII. That in 1887 plaintiff realized for the first time that there 
was an excess of land between the boundaries of the lots as shown 
upon the Government’s plat of survey and the said Indian River, and 
at his expense he had a private survey made of the lands so pur¬ 
chased by him, and for public information and notice a copy of the 
plat of said survey was duly filed of record with the county clerk 
in the year 1888 and has since remained a public record, as fully set 
forth in plaintiff’s Exhibit No. 2, hereto attached. 

IX. That plaintiff further represents that all of the deeds given 
by him to portions of the above-described lands have been deeds of 
warranty and have described the lands conveyed as being bounded 
on the east by the said Indian River, so that he stands as warrantor 
of such titles. 

X. That at no time, either before or since the passing of the 
title to lands here involved to the State of Florida under the 

4 swamp grant, has the United States of America or have any of 
its officers or agents questioned the correctness or finality of 

the survey of this township in 1844, and that for more than three- 
quarters of a century the survey and plat thereof covering this town¬ 
ship have rsmaired of record as a valid and correct survey of the 
township, and sales, subdivisions, and resales of the lands have been 
made, as well as great developments, have occurred, all based upon 
the correctness and finality of said survey. 

XI. That in the summer of 1925 one R. H. Hemphill, who had 
acquired the title of your petitioner through mesne conveyance as to 
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a number of tracks herein described, sought, through the tender of 
what is commonly Imown as Valentine scrip, to locate ai body of land 
to the east of the meander line of the survey cf 1844 As unsiu'veyed 
public land of the United States, and thereby sought cif the defend¬ 
ant a resurvey of this portion of the said township, which request 
for resurvey was granted by the defendant, and a resuvvey had been 
ordered and made of additional lands as public land^ between the 
meander line of the 1844 survey and the Indian Hirer oyer the protest 
of the plaintiff and many others deraigning their titl^ through the 
plaintilF. I 

XII. Tliat a copy of the plat of the resiirvey showing the addi¬ 

tional lands between the meander line of the survey of 1844 and the 
Indian Kiver is hereto attached, marked “ Plaintiff’s Exhibit No, 3,” 
the same having been filed for disposal purposes asl public lands 
March 5, 1927. | 

XIII. That plaintiff is advised and therefore alleges that with the 
disposal of the lands hereinbefore described by the United 

5 States through certification of the same to the State of Florida 
as swamp lands, according to the plat of survey of 1844, the 

defendant and his predecessors in office exercised th6ir full power 
and authority with respect to said land and lost jurisdiction to inter¬ 
meddle with them through further surveys or resurveys of the land 
in question or to entertain any application to that lend; in other 
words, that the lands embraced in the resurve}^ were | not, after the 
said disposals, and are not now public lands of the United States, but 
private property, and that the order of the defendant for further 
survey and threatened disposal of said land as public land is arbi¬ 
trary and rmwarranted and destructive of valuable pjroperty rights 
and unless restrained will result in a great number pf suits as be¬ 
tween the different parties under their warranties of title and almost 
interminable litigation wfill follow, greatly to the Annoyance and 
possible pecuniary loss to the plaintiff, who, as before stated, has 
issued warranty deeds covering the whole of the premises herein¬ 
before described, and that he is without adequate remedy at law and 
otherwise remediless except in equity to prevent the; carrying into 
effect of the arbitrary, unlawful, tnreatened, and unwirranted action 
of the defendant herein complained of. ; 

Wherefore your plaintiff prays: 

That your honor grant to the plaintiff your writ of injunction en¬ 
joining the defendant, Hubert Work, Secretary of the Interior, and 
all persons claiming to act under his authority and control, absolutely 
to desist and refrain from further proceeding under the resurvey of 
the lands in question, looking to a disposal of same as public lands, 
until your honor shall appoint and direct an order herein, and that 
upon such hearing the writ herein prayed be granted and con- 

6 tinned until the final determination of this suit,! and upon such 
final hearing be made permanent, and that a mahdatory injunc¬ 
tion issue commanding the defendant, as Secretary of |the Interior, to 
cause the said plat of resurvey filed in the local office; at Gaiiiesville, 
Florida, on March 5, 1927, to be recalled; that his approval given 
thereto on November 17, 1925, as a plat of public lands, be set aside 
and vacated and that said plat be stricken from the official files and 
disregarded as an official plat of the survey of public lands in said 
township. 
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To the end that the defendant may, if he can, show why your 
plaintiff shall not have the relief hereby prayed and full, true, and 
perfect answer make, according to the best of his knowledge, remem¬ 
brance, information, and belief, to the several matters herein averred 
and set forth, as fully and particularly as if the same were herein 
repeated paragraph paragraph, and he was thereto specifically 
interrogated, may it please your honor to grant your plaintiff a writ 
of subpoena and ad respondem, issued out of and under the seal of 
this honorable court, directed to said defendant, Hubert Work, com¬ 
manding him to be and appear, and make answer unto this bill of 
complaint and perform and abide by such order and decree herein, 
as by this court may seem to be required of the principles of equity 
and good conscience. 

And that your plaintiff may have such other or further relief in 
the premises as the circumstances of the case may require. 

James Williamsox. 

By F. W. Clements, 

Attm'Tvey. 

City of Washington, 

District of Columbia^ ss; 

On this 31 day of January, 1928, before me personally appeared 
F. W. Clements, attorney for the plaintiff, James Williamson, 
7 who made solemn oath that the contents of the foregoing bill 
of complaint is true to the best of his knowledge and belief. 

F. W. Clements. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 31st day of January, 1928. 

[seal.] Chester R. Smith. 


Answer to amended hUl 
Filed March 9,1928 

* Sit lie 

Upon the filing by plaintiff of his amended bill the defendant, 
Hubert Work, Secretary of the Interior, hereby refers to his answer 
to the original bill heretofore filed herein and makes the same his 
answer to said amended bill to the same effect as though the same 
were herein refiled and set out at length. 

Whereupon said defendant hereby renews his prayer for dismissal 
of the bill and for costs and all other relief as therein contained. 

O. H. Graves, 

Assistant to the Solicitor, 

Attorney for Defendant. 

Agreed statement of facts 
Filed March 9,1928 

* * * * * * * 

It is hereby stipulated and agreed between counsel for the respec¬ 
tive parties hereto that the following is a correct statement of facts 
in this case: 

8 I. That pursuant to contract dated February 12, 1844, frac¬ 

tional T. 30 S., R. 38 E., in the then Territory of Florida, was 
surveyed by George Mackay, deputy surveyor, in the year 1845, and 
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said survey was duly accepted and the plat of said survey, approved 
March 10,1845, was duly filed of record in the local offiqe and became 
and was the official plat of the survey of said township on which d^ 
posals were to be made under the public land laws. A| copy of said 
plat of survey and of the field notes is hereto attachea marked 
“ Exhibits A and B,” respectively. I 

II. That the public lands in said township were duly offered at 

public sale on November 23,1846; that no sale was then made of any 
of the lands in said, township, although offered at $1.2q per acre, the 
minimum price, and that the lands in said township therjeafter became 
and were subject to sale at private entry at the said minimum price, 
or $1.25 per acre. i 

III. That the Indian River, a navigable body of water, traverses 
the eastern portion of this township, making the same fractional, 
and by the survey approved March 10, 1845, there wete returned as 
public lands in said township only 7,765.10 acres; that df this amount 
5,736.15 acres were adjudged swamp and overflowed laijds and passed 
to the State of Florida under the act of September 28^ 1850 (9 Stat. 
519); that sec. 16, containing 59.15 acres, passed to thd State as part 
of its school grant; and that there remained but l,970.8p acres subject 
to sale and general disposition; that of this last-named amount 252.05 

acres were sold at private sale during the year 1882 at the mini- 

9 mum price of $1.25 per acre, the remaining 1,718 l 75 acres being 
afterwards disposed of by cash entries and entries under the 

settlement laws. i 

IV. That among the lands adjudged as swamp and| passed to the 

State under the swamp-land grants were lots 1 and 2; sec. 11, lots 2 
and 3 of sec. 14, lots 3, 4, and 5, sec. 23, in said township, according to 
the official plat thereof approved March 10, 1845, and [shown on said 
plat as bordering on the Indian River; that the plaintiff afterwards 
acquired title to said lots through mesne conveyances from the State 
of Florida. i 

V. The land involved herein is a strip containing 249.69 acres along 

the bank of the Indian River andi Sebastian Bay as delineated on the 
supplemental plat of said township approved by the) General Land 
Office December 6, 1926, which plat was filed in the local land office 
March 5, 1927. This area of 249.69 acres was not! shown on the 
plat of March 10, 1845. j 

VI. That the plaintiff herein had a private surveiy made of the 

lots hereinbefore described and purchased from the State of Florida, 
together with land involved herein, from which a plajt was prepared 
and the same was filed in the public records of Bjevard County, 
Florida, in which county this land lies, on April 30, 1888, and there¬ 
after the plaintiff herein, by warranty deed, conveyed! the lands (ex¬ 
cept a small portion to which he still holds title) to others according 
to the return and plat of said survey. Copy of said plat is hereto 
attached marked “ Exhibit C.” | 

VII. That based upon the title which passed td the State of 
Florida under the swamp-land grant and the i conveyances as 

10 made by the plaintiff, large and valuable improvements have 
been placed upon the lands here involved and [sale and resale 

have occurred since the parting of title by the plaintiff, who is now 
possessed of title to but a small fraction of his original holdings. 
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Many of the contracts of resale have, however, been defaulted by 
reason of the said resurvey of 1925, and the plaintiiF and intermediate 
purchasers through him have been threatened with damage suits 
for alleged failure of his title. 

VIII- That no question has been raised respecting the finality of 
the survey of 1845 and the title emanating through the State as 
extending to and being bounded by the Indian Kiver until and when 
on June 17, 1925, one R. H. Hemphill, who had contracted for a 
number of the titles which had passed through the plaintifi', applied 
to locate with Valentine scrip certain of the lands beyond and out¬ 
side the purported meander line of sections 14, 23, and 24, as returned 
in the field notes of the survey of 1845, and petitioned for a survey 
of these lands as “ public lands.” 

IX. That over the protest of the plaintiff herein and others claim¬ 
ing portions of the lands through the plaintiff, the defendant ordered 
a survey of this portion of the township and a supplemental plat, 
based on said survey, was approved by him and filed of record in 
the local land office March 5, 1927, and that a copy of the recom¬ 
mendation of the Commissioner of the General Land Office for this 
survey, the special report of the Cadastral Engineer Robert W. 
Livingston, a copy of the field notes of the survey as made by the 
said Livingston, and a copy of the supplemental plat of the survey 
are attached hereto marked Exhibits D, E, G,” respectively. 
11 X, That incident to the said survey the following expenses 
were incurred: 


Preliminary examination of lands in secs. 14 and 2:5. T. 30 S., R. 38 E., 
as represented by reiK)rt of September 10, 1926 (exhibit D), approxi¬ 
mately _.$173.66 

Cost of survey, represented by field notes (exhibit E), approximately— 708.28 

Approximate total_- 881.94 


That no judgment has been obtained nor suit instituted against 
plaintiff Williamson, on account of damages arising from breach of 
any warranty deed executed by said Williamson covering any of the 
lands included. 

Britton and Gray, 

By F. W- Clements, 

Attorneys for Plairdiff. 

E. O. Patterson, 

Solicitor^ Department of the Interior^ 

And O. H. Graves, 

Assistant to the Solicitor^ 

Attorneys for Defendant. 

Amendment to agreed stat&fnent of facts 
Filed June 14, 1928 

*♦**♦*♦ 

It is hereby stipulated and agreed between counsel for the respec¬ 
tive parties hereto that the following paragraph may be added to the 
statement of facts agreed upon in this case: 
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12 XI. That May 17,1928, Clarence W. Nelson, wko deraigned 
title to lot 3, sec. 14, T. 30 S., R. 38 E., State! of Florida, 

through mesne conveyances from plaintiff herein, Jamed Williamson, 
addressed the following letter to the said Williamson dated May 17, 
1928, namely: | 

“ I have made a settlement with Mr. Hemphill at a cost of about 
$9,.500.00 and interest so that in the event that your warranty deed 
to Thomas J. Hobbs fails on the south 47% acres of gpv. lot 3-14- 
30-38 Mr. Hemphill waives all right to sue me on my warranty. 

“ In the event that your warranty fails I will be damaged to the 
extent of $9,500.00 and interest and shall look to you for this amount. 
I bring this to your attention so that jmu may either prodecute the suit 
vigorously, which is in the Supreme Court of the District of Colum¬ 
bia, or in making a settlement with Hemphill you may include a set¬ 
tlement of this claim. I am sending a copy of this letterj to your last- 
known address at St. Petersburg to be forwarded to you. 

“ May I hear from you concerning this matter ? ” 
to which the said James Williamson replied under date of June 6, 
1928, as follows: 

“ Yours of May 17 addressed to me at Micco, Fla., also the copy 
sent to St. Petersburg finally reached me here. In regard to your 
alleged settlement with Mr. itemphill, the same was made without my 
knowledge or consent, and therefore you can not look to me for the 
amount of $9,500.00 with interest thereon which you (ilaim to have 
been fixed as adjustment of difference between your^lf and Mr. 
Hemphill.” i 

Britton and Gray, 

By F. W. Clements, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 

E. O. Patterson, 

Solicitor, Department of the Interior, 

And 

O. H. Graves, 

Assistant to the Solicitor, 
Attorneys for Defendants. 

13 Motion for substitution of Roy 0. West as Defendant 

Filed September 12,1928 | 

* * * * ie * 

• Comes now the plaintiff in the above-entitled case : and calls the 
attention of the court to the fact that Hubert Work, aS Secretary of 
the Interior, the defendant in this cause, has been succeeded in the 
office of Secretary of the Interior by Roy O. West, of Chicago, Illi¬ 
nois, and it is hereby moved that the said Roy O. West, as Swretary 
of the Interior, be substituted as defendant in this cause in the place 
of the said Hubert Work. 

Britton & Gray, 

By F. W. Clements, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 

Counsel for defendant agrees to motion. 

E. O. Patebrson, i 

Sept. 7, 1928. 

F. W. C. 
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Motion for svhstitviion of Ray Lyman WiLbur as defendant 

Filed March 12,1929 

« * 

Now comes F. W. Clements, attorney for the plaintiff in the 
above-entitled Cause, and suggests the retirement of Roy O. West, as 
Secretary of the Interior, and the appointment of Ray Lyman Wilbur 
as Secretary of the Interior, and moves the court that the said Ray 
Lyman Wilbur, Secretary of the Interior, be made party defendant 
herein in the place and stead of the said Hubert Work, retired. 

F. W. Clements, 
Attorney for Plaintiff. 

14 Service accepted: 

O. H. Graves, 

Attorney for Defendant., 

and Secretary of the Interior. 

Decree 

Filed March 12,1929 

3|c :4c 3(e Jjt 4c * :|c 

This cause came on for hearing on the amended bill and answer 
and an agreed statement of facts, and the court being fully informed 
in the premises, on consideration thereof, it appearing to the court 
that there was neither fraud nor palpable mistake in the survey and 
plat of the township officially filed in 1845, upon which survey and 
plat disposal was made of all the public lands within the township in 
the manner as shown in said agreed statement (United States v. 
Lane, et al., 260 U. S. 662); that the adjudication of the swamp and 
overflowed land granted the State by the act of September 28, 1850, 
and the patenting of the lands to the States shown by the official plat 
as bordering upon the Indian River, extended to the actual boundary 
of said river aPd were not limited by the meander lines of said river 
as returned in said survey (Mitchell v. Smale, 140 U. S. 406); that 
the attempted resumption of jurisdiction over the said lands bej'ond 
the meander line of the Indian River as returned in said survey 
of 1845, as undisposed of “ public lands,” through the approval and 
filing of a map of resurvey of a portion of said township on Novem¬ 
ber 17, 1925, and March 5, 1927, respectively, was unauthorized and 
in cloud of the plaintiff’s title as the State’s grantee under the 
patent issued to the State as a part of its swamp land grant 

15 (Craig v. Powell, 128 U. S. 691; Noble v. Union River Log¬ 
ging Company, 147 U. S. 165; United States v. States Invest¬ 
ment Company, et al. 264 U. S. 206; Lane v. Watts, 235 U. S. 525; 
Work V. Louisiana, 269 U. S. 250), it is this 12th day of March, 
1929: 

Ordered, adjudged, and decreed, that the defendant, as Secretary 
of the Interior, and all persons claiming to act under his authority 
and control, be, and they are hereby, permanently restrained and 
enjoined from further proceeding in disposal of the said lands out- 
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side and beyond the meander line of the said Indian Ri'vfer, as re¬ 
turned in the survey of 1845, as “ public lands ” of the United States, 
as prayed for in the plaintiff’s bill of complaint, and 

It is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the defendant, 
as Secretary of the Interior, cause the said plat of the resurvey of 
said land filed in the local office at Gainesville, Florida, oh March 5, 
1927, to be recalled; that his approval given thereto on November 
17, 1925, as a plat of “ public lands,” be set aside and vaicated and 
that said plat be striken from the official files and disr^arded as 
an official plat of the survey of “ public lands ” in said thwnship. 

Peyton Gordon, Justice. 

O. K. as to form. 

O. H. Graves, 

Atty. for Deft. 

Dated March 12, 1929. 

From the foregoing decree the defendant notes an appeal in open 
court, to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 

Peyton Gordon^ Justice 

16 Assignment of errors 

Filed March 21, 1929 

« * * * ]|E ; * 

The defendant designates the following errors of the Supreme 
Couil of the District of Columbia in the above-entitled cahse, to wit: 

1. The court erred in rendering its decree in favor of the plaintiff 
and against the defendant. 

2. The court erred in finding and decreeing in effect that the land 
herein involved was "ranted to the State of Florida as swamp and 
overflowed land, and by it patented to plaintiff, is now private prop¬ 
erty and not public land of the United States. 

3. The court erred in finding and holding that the lands adjudicated 
to be swamp and overflowed lands and granted to the Stat^ of Florida 
under the act of September 28, 1850, and the subsequent Certification 
of said lands to the State extended the actual boundary thereof to 
the Indian River. 

4. The court erred in holding and decreeing that the fesurveys of 

the fractional tract of land consisting of the 250 acijes involved 
herein, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, in Novem¬ 
ber, 1925, and March, 1927, was unauthorized and constitute a cloud 
on plaintiff’s title. i 

5. The court erred in holding, adjudging, and decreeing that the 
Secretary of the Interior cause the plat of resurvey, filed in the 
local office at Gainesville, Florida, on March 5, 1927, to; be recalled, 
his approval thereto to be set aside and vacated and the plat stricken 
from the official files and thereafter disregarded as an: official plat 

of the survey of public lands. ^ i 

17 6. The court erred in restraining and enjoining; the defend¬ 
ant as Secretary of the Interior from fruiffier proceeding in 

the disposal of the 250-acre tract involved, as public land of the 
United States. 
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7. The court erred in failing to find and decree that the lands here¬ 
in involved had not been declared to be swamp lands, had not passed 
to the State of Florida nor from it to the plaintiff, and that same 
was at all times and is now public land of the United States. 

8. The court erred in failing to find and hold that the Secretary 
of the Interior is vested with authority to determine what constitutes 
public land of the United States, what part thereof has been surveyed, 
what are to be surveyed, what have been disposed of, and to dispose 
of the same bv patent to whomsoever he shall determine is entitled 
thereto. 

9. The court erred in failing to find and hold that a court of equity 
has no power to award a writ of injunction against the Secretary of 
the Interior to control, direct, review, reverse, or modify his finding 
of what constitutes public land of the United States, of what has been 
surveyed, of what is to be surveyed, of what has been conveyed, or to 
interfere with, in any manner, the disposition thereof by patent to 
whomsoever he shall determine is entitled thereto. 

10. The coui-t erred in determining in effect in an injunction pro¬ 
ceeding involving the sole question of the lawful authority of a public 
officer, that the land, designated bv the Secretary of the Interior 
as public land of the United States, is private property. 

11. The court erred in failing to find and hold that the proceed¬ 
ing in the land department involving the land in controversy 

18 being in fieri can not be interfered with by the court until 
after final action by the Secretary of the Interior. 

12. The court erred in failing to find and hold that this court has 
no jurisdiction to extend to plaintiff the relief sought by its bill of 
complaint. 

13. The court erred in failing to find and hold that the United 
States is an indispensable party to the granting of the relief sought 
herein because the same affects the title to public land and, there¬ 
fore, the court is without jurisdiction to hear, consider, and determine 
such questions. 

14. The court erred in failing to render its decree in favor of the 
defendant. 

E. C. Finney, 

Solicitor. 

O. H. Graves 
Assistant to the Solicitor. 

Service of a copy of the foregoing acknowledged this 20 day of 
March, 1929. 

F. W. Clements, 

Attorney for Plaintiff. 
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Designation of record \ 

Filed March 21, 1929 | 

i 

I 

« * « • • « i • 

The clerk of the court will please prepare a transcript o^ the record 
in the above-entitled cause and include therein the following: 

1. Amended bill of complaint. | 

2. Answer. | 

3. Agreed statement of facts. | 

4. Amendment to agreed statement of facts. 

19 5. Motion substituting Roy O. West as defendanjt. 

6. Motion substituting Ray Lyman Wilbur as defendant. 

7. Decree. | 

8. Assignment of errors. 

9. This designation. I 

E. C. Fi:^net, 

I Solicitor. 

O. H. Gba-ves, 
Assistant to t7ie\ Solicitor. 

O. K. designation. | 

March 20, 1929. j 

F. W. Clements, j 

Attorney for plaintiff. | 

20 Supreme Court of the District of Columbiaj 

United States of America I 

District of Columbia, ss: | 

I, Frank E. Cunningham, clerk of the Supreme Court of the 
District of Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pa^es numbered 
from 1 to 19, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of 
the record, according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of 
which is made part of this transcript, in cause No. 471^ in equity, 
wherein James Williamson is plaintiff and Hubert Wojrk, Secretary 
of the Interior, is defendant, as the same remains uponj the files and 
of record in said court. j 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
the seal of said court, at the city of Washington, in ^id District, 
this 18th day of April, 1929. | 

[seal.] Frank E. Cunningbcam, 

I Clerk 

(Indorsed on cover:) District of Columbia Suprem^ Court. No. 
4948. Ray Lyman Wilbur, Secretary of the Interior, jappellant, vs. 
James Williamson. Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed 
April 24, 1929. Henry W. Hodges, Clerk. 
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